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Rt. 8, Frederick, Md. 21701 
3/12/75 

Mr. •'ack Anderson 
1612 K St., NW 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Anderson, 



Day before yesterday - not for the first time - you lad a column 
saying that B obby Kennedy was really responsible for John's assassination. 
Yesterday you taped the same obscenity for ABC-TV, which aired it today. 

*our appearanace was as factually wrong as it is possible for a man 
to be. My purpose in this letter is to challenge you on vJat you represented 
as Tact. Not all of it. Enough to remind you of what you did with the 
Eagleton matter and of what it did to the country. 

^ 6^ era lities, you said the FBI investigated the JFK assassination 
as though It were a vacuum cleaner. First, you have no way of knowing and 
no possible source not parti pris. Second, the available records of the 
Warren ommission refute this in countless instnces. Aside from this 
there is an abundance of contrary evidence readily available to one who 
T 3 *??®."* 18 * you ha 7 e not » Investigate. If you are willii to face the 
fact that you were ajjropagandist rather than a reporter I willitfake the 
time for providing more proofs than a reasonable man needs. ' 

p you said that JFK said he'd take the CIA apart because of the Bay 
Igs. uJu Check your alleged source again. 

2? S f ld u here were OTlly slx attemtps against Castro (you have no 
ow J n £. h °w “®ny there may have been), that five v,-ere with Bobb* 
if th f a ? d that the last vrss ab °nt February 1963. Each * 

no-ri-e^ S Kv all ff e vi faC ^ Ual ^ <ietails is wron 6» More attempts lwe been re- 

tSi FeSuS ?96|. reP ° erS ’ “* l0S ‘ 1 rCCa11 at lesst tv ° *•"» later 

tho p T f C f a H en l! yo “ }° provide proof that JFK put "obfcy "in charge" of 

££n mellSlnr ther6 J S wh8t you can b not kn°w, that no one 

! all those countless employees in any agency. Then there 

sep ! rat f question that plots to assassinate C ast ro or anyone 
Presented to B obby for his approval. When you say something 
iif i* 8 ln a representative society, where the people h=ve to have 

to make their will known, you ought have something 
more substantial that a hunch* What factual basis have you? 

,TOT oo^ i ^ t * at „ Lee ^ ar y ey ° swald was "active" in the FPCC. Not even 
tne FBI said that. Nor the Commission. They both said the onoosite. there 
simply was no FPCC in NewOrleans. The literature Oswald handed out was 

by 0swald - FBI lied to the Commission on t his 
in rewriting the field reports. Your office asked for my books. It got 

fi V ! ?u h ? OU a PP®rently ignored. Th«yare different than the others in 
that they cite the actual documents, where possible reproducing them in 
facsimile, ■‘•f you want these documents, say the word. And if you want to 
hear my tapes of those the FBI interviewed and then lied about, be my guest. 

lere just was no fCastro" activity for Oswald to be part of and he was 
not in any other way part of any. What he could have been doing is entirely 
opposite. (Nor was he, as your column said, a Communist. B e was strongly 
antl- Communist, devoted to Orwell.) ^ J 

What you have done is deceive millions at a time when for the first 
time there is the possibility of a real investigation the health of the 
federal spooks and the country both require. But these are your sources, 
aren t they? So, you have done what you can to exculpate the guilty, have 






at 



vmi not? x hose guilty of the assassination all the evidace proves 
Oswald°could°no t^heve coiKni tted . Ihose guilty of a coverup rather 

than an In onfr ont you and any and every source you may 

thirds W ~ fl/ou said 

be * °!L iLt be tte casl! I'll do it without preparation 

2^ moment you select and I'll cite the proofs I will . t J® n d |fg® d y0U * 

You've said all these things. Are you man J° lp JJ f ff d 

mos? lltuTlo^sslZ SSnSl trt 5SS^W°1b ^hi^n, 

ChirlSI of SJ.«! S 4f t «p puffery'that 

hftvp All th©se ,, imDeccable ,, sources* eter Jennings 

~5J-I02i. 1 -S5if " 70tt ‘ 1 

There remain many other questions of which I t Y 

thebe » w _ you this is all rehash, why do you rehash it now? 

Why when the spooks are about to be investigated and have for 

the “5# to^xactly Coincide Sth°Sa e ^ S ,S'tatlon of th. opposite 
opinion- 2d «Stf« 5. first time - hy those who vara In a position 
to know what they say, as you in no case are/ 

You are probably unaware of it but you have done exactly’ ° n ® 

of your sources, ^'iorini, was part of the moment * c ?S c i a l 

hav« misdirected public and official attention and thinking at a crucial 

5SLS*SSffl*iS not alone In this *&\"£2t, C S2e2r21e2on..>l. 
enormous effort. I can give you enough £*££** J Wiled If my recol- 
doubt. One of them did the same thing Jobby was killed, if «7 r 
lection is correct, your propaganda p repeats his. I have it and /ou ar 

welcome to It# 

If vou are willing to open your mind you could profit from reading 
a TOP SECRET transcript I publish in the Jour th^»f not give 

because giving you ell the prior books expected his words 

you this one. *ead especially what Julies saidwhen he «PJ even 

never to be seen. Partttularly how they all lie With dot Jury 

frame each other. (He also s £„*. ner1urers P teil him? And can 

222222; ss^Sf^^-^raTSiS* without oucimv 

Can he end still be responsible? 

I note elso, whether or not there Is a designed «™°°^* f 22ther 

£^2?S£,'&'2S S£J5-SnSS?*2!« it *iso exculpates 

t*be CIA* 

peopled £2 

5Kch 2u society 
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